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Dear Congressman Zimmer:

:POLICY & PLANNING
BRANCH ROOM 5202

IN REPLY REFER TO:

7330-7/1700A3

RECEIVED
APR 131993

fEDElW;CCi.tucAmCCIIIB)N
a:RC& (JTH£ ECAETNty

This is in reply to your letter of February 22, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
ttaking (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
~roposes comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically .concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the "
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final
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February 22, 1993

Linda Townsend Solheim
Director, Legislative Affairs
Federal communications Commission
Room 808
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554.

Dear Ms. Solheim:

TheirEnclosed, please find letters from my constituents.
concerns should be self-explanatory.

I would appreciate any information you may be able to provide
that would help me respond to my constituents further.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

l.ck Zimmer
Member of Congress

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS



The Honorable Dick Zimmer
. 22R·Can.nan ·HOIJ :.

Washington. D. C. 20515

Dear Congressman Zimmer:

.FEBj 1·1993
2/$/93

I am very concerned about proposed rules that .are currently wIder. consideration by the
. . ;Fede~ COmm'unications Commision (FCC). The proceed~ngis PR Docket 92':23'5. Ifadopted.

the new rules will greatly ·reduce the usability of frequencies currcntly assigned for model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendar~tliabnity for contolling model airplanes.

'. '. . . '. .....

"Our radio coiltr~lfr~qucnciesa~ in the 72-76 MHz"band. This band .is pru:n~rily used for
private lwid mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequeJ,lCies in this ba.nd
a.re far enough apart from the IWId mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other..

Now the FCC wants to create more lal1d mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths a.nd rearranging the bWId plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies wm move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Whcn we fly our model airplanes wlder radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautioJls involve the careful coordination arId use of the radio <lontrol frequencies. If the
number ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
wiD become congested WId the margin ofsafety will be greatly dC<lreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 fcct and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 powlds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausing property damage. serious injury, or evcn death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full <lomplement of radio
frequencies in order to insure a safe flying e~iro~ent.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control :n::.t5C1e~.The FCC may not think we are as
importwlt as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models a.nd
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides marlY hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial a.viation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to <larry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

;;;;/fl~L
t:; ~~/cet?l o-cf
!4--c~d£e J.;f c;fC/9
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
228 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Zimmer:

){,~

'(O1t1'

February 8, 1993

'. ~ .

I am very ,concerned about proposed rules" t;1iat. are currently under consideration
by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The· proceeding is PR Docket
92~·235. :If adopted, .the new rules will greatly reduce the usability o'f
fr.sqriencies ·.currerit~y'assigned'.fo;r model' use and .increase the risk of' accidents
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 HHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been above to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplane under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Hany of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they #Te~pable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death id radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the F~C to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
in'dustry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 HHz band.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
228 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Cong!essman Zimmer:. '.

February 8, 1993

I am ve~y concerned about p~oposed rules that are currently under consideration
by the Federal communications COmmission (FCC). The, proceeding is PR Docket
92-i35.If adop~ed,·ehenew,"ru1eswii1great1y reduce the usability of
frequencies" "curr~t:1y assigned f.or· model" qseand" incr~ase .the. risk of :accidents
and. attendant liability for controlling' .moael airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in t.Jlis band ar9 far enougb. apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been above to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplane under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are c~pable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death id radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the F~C to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important.as business users of radios, but have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
in'dustry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
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The 1I0t:Wr4ble Dic~ Zimme~ .
. 228 CaiUlO.n HOB .:.. /. .

Washinglon. D.~.. 20515 .

Dear Congressman Zimmer:

2:/8/93

I am very co!}CCrned abolit proposed rules that ~re currently wld~r consideration by the'
Federal Commw~i6ationsCommision (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92.:235. Ifadopted;

. the Jiew rules wiD I greatly reduce the usability of frequ~nciescurrently assigned for model uSe .
and u~r·ease the risk of accidents B.lid attendant liability for contollingmodel airplanes..

.. "..(..... . .. :.'. . ' .." ...•: : :" ":- ..; , ': ~.
Our radio cOntrol freqilcncie$ are· UI the 72-76 MHz band. This band. is prnnarilx used fo!
private land mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio control frequenciestn this·.band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
wiuJout either use interfering with the other..

~. .

Now the FCC wants to create more laJ!~~obnefrequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band JJJJm. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies aJld cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that arc preSently available for radio control of model airpwles.
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airpla.nes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders aJld the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordi.nation B.lld use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
wiD become congested and the margin ofsafety will be greatly decreased.

Please wlderstand that many model airpwles have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio ulterferencc
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to insure a safe flying enviroJUnent.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of laJld mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
UI our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
uldustry.

Please help me contulue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not aIIowul
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



The ·H9.Dorable Dick Zimmer
228 C3.n.non HOB'
Washington, D. C. 20515'

.. ~ . ·2/8/93-

.Dear Congressman Zimmer:

I am very concerned about ·proposed rules that are cllrrently under consideration by the· .
Federal Commu~licationsCommision (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly redlX:e the usability of frequencies currcntly assigned for model use
and increase·the risk of accidents·and attendant1i*,bili~for contoning mostel airplanes.

....... "; '; :. :'. ". . : ::' : '. . .. ' : .

Our radio control frequencies are .in the 72-76 MHi·~a1id.This·bAnd is prunarily'used for .
. private land mobile dispatch operations. Howevca:. ourradio'cont101 frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other. . .

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bWldwidths WId rearrwlging the bWld plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the SO frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left ifthese new rules are adopted.

Whcn we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautioJ1S i.nvolve the careful coordination and usc of the radio control frequencies. If the
number ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies
wiD become congested and the margin ofsafety wID be greatly decreased.

Please wlderstand that many model airplanes have wi.ng spans up to 10 feet and weigh as mlX:h
as 30 or 40 powlds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point. they
are capable ofcausing property damage. serious injury. or evcn death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at orga.nized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditiOJ1S of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 71.-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable DiCk Zimmer .
228 CaDnO~ HOB . .'.
Washington. D. C. 20515

2/8/93

Dear CongrC?ssman Zimmer:

.I .~ very concerned about proposed r'U~~ that a~ ~urrent1yunder (X)nsideration by the ,,' ·1':;;;:'~t-...
Federal Co~unica~onsCommision (FCC). The 'proceeding is PR ~ket 92~235. Ifadopted, " "
the new rules wm greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currcntly assigned fo~ model use ~~

and u¥?rease.therisk o( a.ccidentsand attendant liability forcontollin~model airplanes." !

.: . . . .' . ~. . .' \. '. . : '. '.' ~- .' .' . ..' ..' . .:',:" . ..
Our r~iocolltrolfrequcncies are' UI the 72..76 MHz band. Thisbaild is primarily used'for
private land mobile disp'atch operations. However, our radio control frequencies i.n this band'
arc far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
w' 'i}out either use ul~erferi.ng with the other.,

ow the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them UltO narrower
andwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequcncies will move
oser to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am

old that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
nly 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Whcll:we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety c.)f the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions irwolvc the careful coordutation SlId use of the radio oontrol frequencies. If the
number· of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remauling frequencies
wiD becQme congested and the margin ofsafety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wi.ng spans up to 10 feet SlId weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausing property damage. serious injury, or even death if radio ulterference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized even~

where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio"
frequencies in order to insure a safe flying enviroJUnent.

I do not thiJlk it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operatirtg conditions of lSlld mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
importSllt as business users of radios, but we have a cOJlSiderable investment in our models SlId
ulour radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousaJlds of people
like myself and contributes to the advSllCement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz bSlld.

Sincerely, k .
Il-:t u / ,ST /2/7 5 Z. E WS /

gJ//~;;/t '



The Honorable Dick .ZiDuner.
228-Can.non:HOB .-.,.
Washington. D. C. 20515·
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.FEBl i 1993- ·2/8/93'

Dear Congressman Zimmer:

I am. very-concer.IJed about ·proposed rules that ar~ currently wIder consideration by the
Federal Communications Commision (FCC).. The proceeding is PR Dooket 92-235. Ifadopted,
the new -rUles will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently as"signed Jor model use
a.nd increase" the"risk. of ~ideJ1tsand attendant liabnity for contc!lling model airplanes.. . . ~\ '.. .

·Ou~ radi~ ~ontrol ftequcncies are in ili~ 72-76" MHz band. This ban~:'is pr~arilY ~~d for·
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequeneies in this band·
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other..

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that arc presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we: go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
praJautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is dimi.nished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
wiD become congested and the margin ofsafety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 powlds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausi.ng property damage. serious injury. or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at orga.nized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to insure a safe flying enviromnent.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to hnprove the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provide~many hours of enjoyment to thousands of 'people.
like myself and contributes to the advancement a.nd development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz ba.nd.
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
228 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Dear: Congressman Zimmer:

.I am very 'concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration
by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Qocket
92-235. Ifadopeed, the new rules.will greatiy, reduce· the usability of, ,

.'freq~encle's ctirrentiy assigned' Lor,inOde1 use and increase' 'the risk of a'cc"idents'
and attendant liability for controlling'model airplanes. '

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been above to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplane under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators ~d bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.,.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death id radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often f~," o'!" models at organized events where
hundreds of operators participate.~~need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to insl'C'e a\safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.
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The Hon()~abl~Dick Zimmer
. . 228' Canoon HOB'

Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Congressman' Zimmer:

'If C'
.Jk).. ·.

:(()~!\

.. \: ...,' .. ' ;:
~ ....

.. . "" .....:.;.

I aJll ve~y concerned about proposed rules tb8.t are currently under collSideration by the
Federal Commlinications Commision(FCC). The pr~eedingisPRDocket 92-235. Ifadopted"
the new rules will greatly reduCe the usabilitY of'frequcncics currcntly assigned fot model use
wid increase the risk'of accidents a.ll4 attendant liability for contolling.mode1.airpl~Ies.

'. "I_I

Our radio control frequcncies are in the .72-76 MHz band. This band is prunarily used.for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in' this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either usc interfering with the other.,

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequcncies wm move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the SO frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes.
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

\¥hcn we fly our model airplanes WIder radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequcnoies. If the
number ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin ofsafety will be greatly decreased.

Please wldersta.nd that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 powlds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausing property damage, serious injury, or evcn death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to insure a safe flying enviromnent.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve: the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
./
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The HOJlQrable Dick,Zunmer
, '.228 e:UmOn''liOB'' .

Washington. D. C. 20515'

Dear Congressman Zimmer: ,

' . t:~ .:'
(OM ,·2/8/93

. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under Consideration by the
Federal Communications Commision (FCG). The proceeding is PR Docket. 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of freq1ielicies currently assigned for modd use

,and increase the risk of accidc.nts and a,ttendant liability forcontolling' modd airplanes',

',','~radio Co;ltidlfreq~:e.~i~~ are' in the'72~76'M,Hi b~ld.' Th~ hand i~'pr~a~lY uSed f~~" . '....
private land mobile·dispatch operations. However, 'our radio control frequencies in this ba.nd
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that, we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other. , "

Now the FCC wants to create more laJld mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bWldwidths and rearranging the bMd plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.l am
told that of the SO frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplwles,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

\VhCll we fly our model airpla.nes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystaJlders aJld the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination WId use of the radio control frequCllCies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
wiD become congested aJld the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing SpaJ1S up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 powlds. The modds themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or eVCII death if radio interfere.nce
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequeJlCies in order to insure a safe flyingenvircmnent.

I do .not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we ha!'e a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides maJ1Y hours of enjoyment to thousaJ1ds of people
like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz bWld.

Sioocrely.

C/~L~~
/l Yv);f -tJ JG I qG 1
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
228 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Dear, Congressman Zimmer.:.

....

February 8, 1993

'. '

t am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideratlbn
by the Federal Communications 'CommissioQ (FCC).· The proceeding is PR Docket
92-.235. If adopte,d,the new ruLes will greatly reduce the 'usability of' . .:

. fre.quencies crirre1Jtly.assi.gned fbr' l1!()del'use' IJ1)d' .increase 'ther-isk, ,of..··acC1dents .
and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been above to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
n'arrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplane under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators ~d bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death id radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please
FCC to

~
..

I '..

~". ,tVhelp me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing tht)Jff~ .tJI)J
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. ~,r~ l.A/ \\\\If

'jjv "'{V'.2JJt. r! / VJ

Sincere;;JIY, '1 [1/"'+ .. c~ . ~0}r
I fjJJ \ ~..uvt ~ I" 9Y

W" "f\V'..J rj../' v
'1" ...l~~fl'v,~

f1 vrl' ~) .
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
228 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congr.essman Zimmer:

I L"

;--.1 I .

:.J::(.
February 8, 1993

I am very concer~~d .about proposed rules that are currently under'~onsideration

by the Federal Communi,cations commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR DOcket
9~-235. 'If itdppted, the new.rulf3s will ,greatly reduce th,e 'usability of.

.fre"quencies .'!fJrrently assigtieeJ :for m()del use and increa·se'.tbe'r,isk· ot a)::cidents
anda'ttendant ');i.iWility for control1.-4lg model airplanes.' ' '

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been above to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplane under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death id radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio fre,!uencies in order to insure ~ safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. '
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
228 Cannon HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Zimmer:

February 8, 1993

1am . very concern.ed about proposed rules tha't are currently under consideraeion
by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). Th~ proceeding is PR Docket
92-2:35. If adopte,d" the new rules will greatly' reduce ·the usability of

:" 'frequent:ies ·CuZ'z:e.pdy,.' as:sighed··fGr moC1eluse and 'increase the'risk o:faccidents
and attendant liability'for'controlling model airplanes. .

Our radio control,frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been above to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
n'arrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a resul t, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplane under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators ~d bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death id radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
in'dustry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



The Honorable Diet Zimmer,
228CailiiOn HOB' ,
Washington. p. C. 20515

Dear Congressman Zimmer:
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2/8/93,

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently wIder consideration by the,
" Federal Communications Commisioil(FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted.
,the new r~eswill greatly reduCe the usability of freq-ucncies, currently assigned for model use
•and increase ~e risk of accidentS and attendant liabDity for ?ontolliug model airpl~lCS."

, , , ' ,', • , ' ' " ' • '. '::' ',' '"' ' .. ,c, ':"" , " " ':' ' , '

Our radio ooiitto-l'frcquencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. this band is primarily uScdfor
private land mobile dispatch operations. HoweVer, our radio co.htrol frequencies in:this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we ,have 'been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.,

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
'only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination 8Jld use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausing property damage. serious injury. or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to insure a safe flyi rIll ~J1Viromnent.

I do not think it is wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of la.nd mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios. but we llave a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thous8J1ds of people
like myself and contributes to the adva.ncement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz ba.nd.

Sincerely.
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The Honorable Dick Zimmer
, 228 Cannot. 'HOB '

waShington. n. C. 20515

.:...... ."', ".

2/8/93

\

Dear Congressman Zimmer:

I am very c<?Jlcerned about proposed rules that' are currently under Consideration bY,the
Federal Conunwlioations'Commision (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted~
the Jiew rules will greatly reduce the usabilitY of frequcncies currcntly assigned for model use
an4 increase the risk of ac::cidents and .attendant liability forcoJltolling ~odc1 airplanes.

:~i ~~i~~~ltf~~lir~quCl~~:~re ul'the ;2-16 MHz band. Th~hm~d'i~.prhti~ri~y~~d;~r ,:~-
private lan~ tnobile' dispatch 'operations. However~ our'radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interferi.ng with the other.,

Now the FCC wants to create 'more land mobne frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths a;.nd rc:arranging the band plan; As a result. many land mobile frequcncies will move
closer to the. radi()coJ1tro~ frequCllCies and cause 'interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of tlite 50 ftequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequeJlCies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes WIder radio control~we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control freqUCllOies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC~ the remaining frequencies
wiD become congested and the margin ofsafety will be greatly decreased.

Please wlderstand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 powlds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they
are capable ofcausing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events
where hWldreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies-in order to insure a safe flying environment.

I do 110t think it is wise for the FCC to s~k to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people
like myself a.nd contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

..
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Consressman. Dick Zimmer,
228 Cannon
H~u~e Office Building,
Was.hingto.n, ··DC:···

Dear Sir,

I .

32 Bradford Lane
Plainsboro, NJ 08536
1993 January 29

......

I am a scientist who is actively developing my knowledge of
aerodynamic principles and design techniques through the
building and flying of model airplanes. I am a member of a
local club of people skilled in the art and science of radio
controlled model aviation. We use radio bands designated for
this purpose only, and proposed. rule changes by the FCC pose a
threat to these bands.

There are many scientists and engineers and many thousands
of hobbyists that have considerable investment in aircraft,
radio equipment, and attendant· activities. Leading edge
technology is being developed in the course of our pursuits,
particularly in new types of lightweight materials, new
understanding of slow-speed 'flight, special airfoil designs for
"low Re numbers", solutions to difficult aerodynamic control
problems, insights into techniques and aerodynamic design of
birds, better radios and servos, motors, batteries, and even
advances in micrometeorology. It is also a quickly growing
recreational activity. All of this is of value to science and to the
commercial aviation industry. Even the U.S. military has begun
to employ aircraft designs that have been developed
principally by this community.

I am very concerned about proposed rule changes that are
currently under consideration by the Federal Communications

. Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If



'.. : .. ' ...

. adopted:, the' n~w' rules wui· greatly ·reduce. the 'usability' of .
frequencies currently assigned for model use and/or increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability. for model aircraft
control.

Our aircraft radio control frequencies are in the .12-16 MHz
band, which is primarily used for' private land mobil~' dispatch
operations'. H~wever,' our radio control (RC) frequencies in this
ba.n4 are' far en'ough ap~t from. the land mobile ~r~quenci~s .....

.,' . '.' :' ·.that we"'have . been 'a"hleto s'hare' the'b"aild without. :jnterfe°r..ing':
with each' other. As of 1991 the specs for our radio bands were
tightened up and much of our RC equipment had to be replaced
to meet the new narrower tolerances required of us.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by ..
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band plan. As a result, many of the land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the RC frequencies and present a hazard to
RC operations.

We are acutely aware of safety issues. Many model airplanes
have wings spans up to 9 or 12 feet and can weigh up to 40
pounds. These aircraft are expensive and radio interference
even for a few seconds can cause their loss or total destruction.
More pertinently, however, is third party safety; when these
craft fall out of the sky they can cause property damage or
serious injury, even death. Our safety record has been
historically excellent but you will understand that we are very
concerned about radio frequency encroachment. When nearby
frequencies are used for less safety-critical applications, we
feel those operators will not be as diligent in keeping their
equipment calibrated and tuned to avoid our frequencies.
When interference does occur, the offending radio operator IS

often not the slightest bit aware of the effect.

When interference has occurred regularly in the past, we have
voluntarily prohibited our members from using the infringed
frequencies. But note that the operations that are being
inserted in between our present frequencies are mobile



,-

opetatibris-~-m'aking interferen:~e 'from them mu~'tiless
,predictable.

When RC aircraft are operated at large meets, there is another
safety issue that arises even within the RC community. That i~

the accidental interference from our· other RC operators. We go
to ,great length to assure the safety of bystanders and property
with careful coordination and, scheduling of shared frequencies.

:Und~r tJ:1e proposed t:ule changes, it might, be that. of the, 50 .
, ':'.. "freq~endes· 'presently' av:~lable' for 'RC 'cbn~rol of modet' '.,

airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be useable if these new '
rules are adopted. Even without assumingcareful th3DC 
0.- 11



... ' , . ".

. ... -. ,," .. "'"

""... '." .' ""

.. '. ,-,


